United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/799,398 



54324 



03/12/2004 



John M. Belcea 



7590 



02/23/2006 



GARDNER CARTON & DOUGLAS LLP 

(MESHNETWORKS/MOTOROLA) ATTN: PATENT DOCKET DEPT. 
191 NORTH WACKER DRIVE 
SUITE 3700 

CHICAGO, IL 60606-1698 



P2113US 



7318 



EXAMINER 



LE, DANH C 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2683 

DATE MAILED: 02/23/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



OfficB Action Summarv 


Application No. 

10/799,398 


Appiicant(s) 

BELCEA, JOHN M. 


Examiner 

DANH C. LE 


Art Unit 

2683 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



Period for Reply 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 March 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E>3 This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 8/30/04 has been 
considered by the examiner and made of record in the application file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-5. 7-12. 14-10. 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated bv Mizui (US 2004/0198254). 

As to claim 1, Mizui teaches the method for determining desired physical 
locations of reference points for use in identifying geographic locations of mobile 
terminals in a wireless network (figure 1-5), the method comprising: 

inputting information pertaining to a plurality of reference terminals in the wireless 
network, the information including respective location information for each of the 
reference terminals; and 

generating, based on the input information, a visual display illustrating the 
locations of the reference terminals, along with a visual indication representing expected 
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accuracy in geo-location calculations for determining respective geographic locations of 
the mobile terminals in the network. 

As to claim 2, Mizui teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 (figure 3, 4), 
wherein: 

the input information includes map parameters; and 

the generating step generates the visual display which includes a map display 
that is generated based on the map parameters with the respective locations of the 
reference terminals and the visual indication of expected accuracy being included on 
the map display. 

As to claim 3, Mizui teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 (paragraph 339, 
418), wherein: 

the information includes respective longitude, latitude and altitude information of 
each of the respective reference terminals; and 

the visual display of the locations of the reference terminals is generated based 
on the longitude, latitude and altitude information. 

As to claim 4, Mizui teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 (figure 23-24), 
wherein: 

the information includes signal propagation information indicating respective 
maximum distances at which signals emitted from the respective reference terminals 
can propagate; and 

the visual indication representing the expected accuracy in geo-location 
calculations is generated based on the signal propagation information. 
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As to claim 6, Mizui teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 (paragraph 384, 
385m 414, 415), further comprising: 

modifying the input information pertaining to at least one of the reference 
terminals; and 

modifying the visual display and visual indication based on the modified input 
information. 

As to claim 7, Mizui teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 (figure 1-5), 
wherein: 

the inputting step includes inputting the information via a computer; and 
the generating step generates the visual display on a display screen of a 
computer. 

As to claim 8, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 1 ; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 9, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 2; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 2. 

As to claim 10, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 3; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 3. 

As to claim 1 1 , the claim is a computer software claim of claim 4; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 4. 

As to claim 12, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 5; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 5. 
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As to claim 14, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 7; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 7. 

As to claim 15, the claim is a system claim of claim 1 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 16, the claim is a system claim of claim 2; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 2. 

As to claim 17, the claim is a system claim of claim 3; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 3. 

As to claim 18, the claim is a system claim of claim 4; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 4. 

As to claim 19, the claim is a system claim of claim 5; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 5. 

As to claim 21 , the claim is a system claim of claim 7; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 6. 13. 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mizui. 
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As to claim 6, Mizui teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, the wireless 
network includes the reference terminals and mobile terminals are fixed, Mizui fails to 
teach the mobile node and an ad-hoc peer-to-peer wireless network. However, the 
examiner takes Official Notice that the mobile node and an ad-hoc peer-to-peer wireless 
network are known the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the teaching of the mobile 
node and an ad-hoc peer-to-peer wireless network into the system of Mizui in order to 
enhance the system performance of the mobile terminal in which determining its 
location. 

As to claim 13, the claim is a computer software claim of claim 6; therefore, the 
claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 6. 

As to claim 20, the claim is a system claim of claim 6; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 6. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

A. Otsuka et al (US 2002/0090956) teaches method of and system for providing 
position information. 

B. Asada et al (US 2003/0032435) teaches information transmission system and 
traveling server and terminal device for use thereof, and information transmission 
thereof. 
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C. Fukui et al (US 2002/01 15437) teaches information providing system, 
registration terminal, and portable terminal. 

D. Obradovich et al (US 2003/0163251 ) teaches personal communication 
system for communicating voice data position information. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANH C. LE whose telephone number is 571-272-7868. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM TROST can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




February 14, 2005. 
DANH CONG LE 

PRIMARY EXAMINER 



